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FULL COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION 333, H. R. 13373, H. R. 9721, H. R. 13374, H. R. 13226, 
H. R. 11742, H. R. 9673, H. R. 13366, H. R. 13265, H. R. 11122, 
AND ARMY ACQUISITION PROJECT NO. 296 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, July 15, 1958. 

The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson 
(chairman of the committee) presiding. 

The CuarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

I recognize Mr. Brooks to make reports from his Subcommittee 
No. 1. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman—where is Mr. Ducander? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you have the bill we reported out yesterday? 

Mr. Ducanper. (Aside.) 

The CHarrMan. Let there be order in the committee, members, 
now. This is a very important matter. . 

Mr. Brooks. House Concurrent Resolution 333, Mr. Chairman, is 
a resolution which the staff of this committee drew up. It makes it 
the sense of Congress, in order to adequately provide for national 
defense, that the Army National Guard shall be maintained at a 
strength of not less than 400,000 members. 

Now, we have had repeated hearings 

Mr. Kinpay. There is confusion. This is a concurrent resolution 
and has the same number as the joint resolution. 

Mr. Brooks. This is concurrent. This is House Concurrent 
Resolution 333. 

It simply insures that it be the sense of Congress that we have a 
guard of 400,000 persons. 

Now, the guard is meeting up here, through the adjutants general 
and through the governors, and they are very much disturbed at the 
rumors that are out, in fact the program that is out, to reduce the 
size of the guard. Our subcommittee was unanimous in feeling that 
the guard should not be cut in size below 400,000. 

We were authorized to appear before the appropriations subeém- 
mittee and ask for a 400,000 guard, and the Appropriations Committee 
has gone on record and put up the money for this. But in spite of 
the fact, Mr. Chairman, the plan is still on foot to reduce the size of 
the guard, and this resolution would be the sense of this committee 
to maintain it at a floor of not less than 400,000 members. 

The CuHarrmMan. Thank you, Mr. Brooks. I think the subcom- 
mittee has done an outstanding, worthwhile job to bring this con- 
current resolution before the full committee. I certainly hope the 
resolution will be unanimously agreed to. 
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Now, I understand, Mr. Brooks, that your subcommittee has 
reached a decision with the Department of Defense and the Secretary 
of the Army, Secretary Brucker’s office, that in this discussion of 
reorganization in pentomic divisions in the National Guard, that 
nothing will be done until the report has been made to the full com- 
mittee and the full committee has had an opportunity to look over 
what proposed changes are being made in the National Guard through- 
out the country; is that correct? 

- Mr. Brooks. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask Mr. Brooks a question? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. This resolution merely expresses the sense of Congress? 

Mr. Brooks. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. It has no other force than that? 

Mr. Brooks. No. It is the sense of the Congress. And, of course, 
the Appropriations Committee has already put up the money for a 
400,000 guard. This would just be about as far as we could go toward 
insisting that we have a guard which is not reduced in strength or 
character. 

The CuartrMAn. A quorum being present, without objection, the 
resolution, House Concurrent Resolution 333, is agreed to. And Mr. 
Brooks, report it. 

Mr. Bares. Do we have a copy of that? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. Here it is. I thought every member 
had a copy. 

Mr. Hess. No. 

Mr. Bares. We have had Joint Resolution 333. 

Mr. O’Konski. They are coming up. Be patient. 

The CuarrMan. Well, the resolution says that it is the sense of the 
Congress, in order to adequately provide for the national defense, the 
Army National Guard shall be maintained at a strength not less than 
400,000 members 

Now, I think it is highly important, since I understand that the 
conference of all the adjutants general and governors is now taking 
place and the members will be called on by the adjutants general and 
the governors, to advise them also not only by this resolution but it is 
definitely understood that there will be no changes without the Armed 
Services Committee of the House being advised before it goes into 
effect, and giving us a full opportunity to further discuss the matter. 

Now, Mr. Brooks, what is the next? 

Mr. Brooks. H. R. 13373. 

The Cuarrman. Order, members. There must be a vote on all of 
these bills. 

Mr. Brooks. To increase the rates at which the lump-sum readjust- 
ment payments are computed for the members of the armed services. 

We have been having hearings on the subject of contract retention 
and since January we have been working with the Pentagon in the 
hope that the Pentagon would arrive at a decision as to the type of 
bill which the Pentagon was ready to adopt. We had a meeting 
yesterday and we have had them regularly, about every 3 weeks, with 
the Pentagon, and they made some little progress in reference to a 
permanent bill, but they are not prepared to recommend anything as 
of this hour. And every time we have taken up a bill or provision, 
basic provision, there has been some dissent there, and we haven’t 
been able to get the type of bill that we want. 
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As a result of it, here, we are in perhaps the last meeting of this 
committee, and nothing has been done in reference to this r. i. f. 
program. 

This bill is intended to be a stopgap piece of legislation. 

It will give the reservist who is riffed the same benefits that the 
regular gets when he is riffed in the program for the regulars. 

Heretofore, the reservist has had one-fourth of what the regular 
gets. 

Now, this would give him exactly wane the regular gets. 

On page 2, subparagraphs 1 and 2, set forth exactly what the 
Reserve will get if they are riffed. And we get rumors of a big RIF 
program coming this fall. 

So this will tie it down and the reservist riffed will get the same 
consideration that the regular will get if he is riffed. 

In other words, 2 months’ basic pay in the grade which he is serving 
at the time of release from active duty for each year of active service, 
ending at the close of the 18th year, not to exceed a total of 2 years’ 
basic pay in that grade. 

And two: One month’s basic pay in that grade for each year of 
service, not to exceed a total of 1 year’s basic pay in that grade, if he 
is so disc harged because of failure to achieve these standards. 

That is all the bill does. It puts the reservist on the same basis 
as the regular in the RIF program. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you very much, Mr. Brooks. 

I think the subcommittee is warranted in bringing this bill in. 

I was hoping that it might have been possible to work out what is 
known as the term contract retention bill, that is when a reservist is 
called to active duty and put in with the regulars that he should be 
given a definite period of time to know that he is going to serve. 
As it has been running in the past, some of them have been called in 
to serve a year, 5 and 10 and 15 years, and taken away from 
their business. They were dropped by the Army without notice and 
it disturbed their economic condition and it disturbed their method 
of life. I was hoping that a bill might have been brought out whereby 
we could make a contract with each reservist, assuring him of so 
many years, based upon the type of contract. But that was not able 
to have been accomplished. So we examined this matter and we 
found that the severance pay between a regular and a reservist is not 
the same. So Mr. Brooks’ subcommittee acted wisely, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that this has not been cleared by the budget or submitted 
to thecommittee by the Department of Defense. They have acted 
wisely in giving the reservist the same severance benefits that a reg- 
ular has. 

Mr. Rivers. You said, Mr. Chairman, it was dropped by the Army. 
They have been dropped by each member of the armed services. 

The Cuaseman. I understand that. I was just dealing with the 
Army. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Batges. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAtrRMAN. Any questions on this bill? 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. For the purpose of the record, what is the situation 
when a reservist is released from active duty on different occasions? 
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Ordinarily a regular is released once, but a reservist might ve released 
several times during the course of his overall active duty service. 
What would be the situation then? 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Ducander, you want to answer that? 

Mr. Ducanver. Well, the second time he was released from active 
duty he would have to refund the readjustment pay he had received 
the first time. 

Mr. Barzs. Is there any provision that takes that into consideration 
in the bill? 

Mr. Ducanper. This is merely an amendment of the Readjustment 
Pay Act. This just changes the wording in the Pay Adjustment Act 
to change the rates of pay. 

The CuarrmMan. That is definitely covered in the other portion of 
the act. 

Mr. Bates. If we had a situation like Korea where a man might 
have served up to 1948 or so since 1940 and he got this pay in 1948, if 
he was to be recalled in 1950 at the time of Korea, even though he 
didn’t want to, would he have to reimburse the Government for that 
lump sum? 

Mr. DucanprEr. Of course, the Readjustment Pay Act was not 
enacted until 1955. 

Mr. Bates. No; I am saying if a similar situation developed in the 
future as develope 1d in those years, where a man went on active duty 
in 1940 and stayed on until 1948 or 1949 and was given the benefits of 
this bill and then he was recalled in a situation similar to Kores ,, do | 
understand the man who was involuntarily recalled would have to pay 
back the money which he had been given? 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Yes, sir; he could only receive the readjustment 
pay one time. 

The CuarrMan. Is that the law today? 

Mr. Ducanprer. He can only receive the readjustment pay one 
time. 

The CHArrMAN. One time. 

Mr. DucaNnper. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. That would be credited though in the calculation. 

Mr. Bates. That is a bit different than the one I raised. I would 
think a man, if he were given it for a certain number of years in which 
he served—if he was recalled to active duty and later released he would 
get it only for the new period of active duty service. But I can’t see 
really a man serving 8 or 9 years and going out and coming back and 
not getting any pay for almost a year. 

Mr. Brooks. I think that is what Mr. Ducander has in mind. 


Mr. Ducanper. That is what I am trying to say, Mr. Bates, that 


he would receive the readjustment pay after the first time released. 
Then the second time released, he could not compute the same years. 

Mr. Bates. That is fair enough. 

Mr. Ducanper. For the readjustment pay. 

Mr. Bates. But he wouldn’t have to refund it? 

Mr. DucanpeEr. He just wouldn’t compute it on the same years. 

Mr. Bates. The only thing that would happen is he would get 
credit for the future years. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is right. 


The CuarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 


reported. Mr. Brooks, report the bill. 
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Mr. Brooks. Here is a bill, Mr. Chairman, H. R. 9721. 

The CHarrMaNn. Wait 1 minute. H.R. 9721. Let there be order, 
members, so we can understand what these bills are about. 

To amend seciion 1482 of title 10 of the United States Code to provide for the 
payment of transportation expenses of certain survivors of deceased servicemen 
to attend group burials in national cemeteries. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, as a result of a disaster involving 
multiple deaths of persons where the remains cannot be individually 
identified and burial is to be made in a common grave at a national 
cemetery, the Department concerned may pay the transportation 
expenses of round-trip transportation to the cemetery for interment 
services of (1) the person who is the personal representative of the 
deceased, and (2) an additional two persons to be selected by him. 

The transportation expenses authorized by the bill could not exceed 
the transportation allowances authorized for members of the Armed 
Forces for travel on official business. Under joint travel regulations 
the present limitation on allowances is 5 cents per mile when per- 
formed by a common carrier or 4 cents per mile when performed by 
privately owned conveyance. At the present time when a serviceman 
dies and he can be identified, the survivors have the right to have the 
body shipped elsewhere anywhere in the world. Consequently, the 
problem of having relatives at the interment does not exist in these 
cases. 

However, there is no provision of law which would allow the pay- 
ment of transportation expenses for survivors of deceased servicemen 
who die and whose remains can’t be identified. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe this is a very worthwhile bill. And the 
cost is relatively small. As a matter of fact, the Department of the 
Army estimates that the average transportation cost would approxi- 
mate $200 per person. 

The Department of the Army is strongly in favor of the enactment 
of the bill and no objection was interposed by the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Mr. Chairman, I therefore move favorable consideration. 

The CuarrmMan. Any questions by any members of the committee? 

Mr. Durnam. How are you going to identify the relatives or who- 
ever is involved in this kind of death? 

Mr. Brooks. Well, when they are in a mass burial—they know who 
lost their lives in the particular catastrophe and, therefore, they bury 
all of the remains of all of them together. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the rate of transportation, how much a mile? 

Mr. Brooks. Five cents a mile, or four cents a mile in private 
conveyance. 

The Cuarrman. What is the custom and law in reference to 
members of the family attending a burial at a national cemetery? 

Mr. Brooks. Well, that is set forth in the law. The next of kin 
is first contacted and the next of kin then will designate the 2 others, 
making a total of 3. 

The Cuatrman. The Government pays the expense? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection—— 

Mr. Arenps. That is the way it is now? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, the 5 cents and 4 cents a mile is that way. 
There is no provision now for the Government to pay anything here. 
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The CHarrmMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported. 

Mr. Brooks, report the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, H. R. 13373. 

Mr. Smart. You already reported that one. 

Mr. Brooks. H. R. 13374— I suppose it is. 

The CuHatrman. H. R. 13374, to provide for the retention of 
deferment or exemption upon change of membership in a reserve 
component, Army National Guard or Air National Guard. 

Is that it? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, as you know— 

The Cuarrman. Let there be order now. 

Mr. Brooks. This committee has been awaiting proposed legis- 
lation——— 

Mr. Ducanper. No. 

Mr. Brooks. We took care of that. 

Mr. Ducanper. You took that one. The next one ought to be 
H. R. 13374, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you wish to explain that, Mr. Ducander? 

Mr. Ducanver. H. R. 13374. The purpose of this bill is to 
provide for the transfer between components of deferred persons 
without loss of such deferments. A person who enlists in the Army 
or Air National Guard before attaining age 18% or a person who 
enlists in the Army Reserve before that age is deferred from induction 
so long as he continues to serve satisfactorily in the Reserve compo- 
nent in which he enlisted. If, however, this same person after reach- 
ing age 18% ceases to be a member of the Reserve c omponent in which 
he enlisted and joins another Reserve component he would no longer 
be deferred because he would not be serving in the same enlistment 
which provided the deferment. This situation legally exists even 
though he is serving satisfactorily in the other Reserve component. 

For example, supposing a young man enlists in the Army Reserve, 
completes his 6 months’ active duty for training and after that moves 
to another State. There is no Army Reserve unit at his new home, 
but there is an Army National Guard unit. Consequently, he enlists 
in the Army National Guard unit and satisfactorily continues to 
participate in Reserve training. Under the law he has lost his 
deferment because he is no longer serving in the service in which he 
originally enlisted. 

Mr. Chairman, this is merely a technical amendment of the law to 
insure that the intent of the law is carried out, and that is that when a 
person has enlisted in a Reserve component prior to reaching age 18% 
and satisfactorily continues to participate in training he will thereafter 
not be subject to induction for training and services. 

The subcommittee amended the bill by striking all after the enacting 
clause and introducing a clean bill. The original bill left room for 
doubt concerning the transfer to a National Guard unit without the 
consent of the Governor concerned. The clean bill now being con- 
sidered by the committee has the approval of the Department of 
Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 

There would be no additional cost to the Government if the bill is 
enacted, and I move its favorable consideration by the committee. 

Mr. Brooks. I move favorable consideration of the bill. 
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The CuarrMan. Any questions from any members of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. Gavin. The question is this, Mr. Ducander: After he removes 
from one locality to another, does he then apply or notify the local 
draft board in a new location that he is there, or what is the situation? 
If they don’t recognize it, nothing is done about it, or what happens to 
it? 

Mr. Ducanper. Actually, when he removes to another jurisdiction 
and he leaves the unit in the place from which he moved, that unit 
would notify the draft board. 

Mr. Gavin. They would notify it? 

Mr. Ducanper. Unless he got into another unit in the new State 
or the new jurisdiction, then they would draft him, because he is not 
completing his satisfactory service. But the trouble is that the man 
who joins the Army Reserve and then moves from Texas to Nebraska, 
moves to a city where there is no Army Reserve. He can’t partici- 
pate, therefore, with the Army Reserve. But there is an Army 
National Guard unit. He goes and joins that unit. And here he is 
participating satisfactorily. But the draft board can pick him up 
because he is not participating with the Reserve which he enlisted in. 
[t is merely a technicality. 

Mr. Kiupay. A question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Kilday—— 

Mr. Gavin. Will this clarify the situation? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, the discussion is centered on the 
individual who moves. 

As I understand it, the bill is general. If he changes services for 
any reason at all. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

I was using that only as a hypothetical example. 

Mr. Kiupay. As an illustration. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Now, I find nothing in here, Mr. Ducander, where 
the consent of the Governor must be obtained. 

Mr. Ducanprr. | should remember the amendment adopted by 
the subcommittee. 

The CuarrMan. Then H. R. 13374 as presented is not the bill 

Mr. Ducanper. Oh, I didn’t know you had that in front of you. 

Yes, sir; this does not 

The CuarrMan. Is that the same bill? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir; that is the same, the same bill. 

The CuarrMan. This bill does not have anything about consent of 
the Governor in it. 

Mr. Ducanper. But there is in this bill nothing concerning a trans- 
fer. That is where you need the words “the Governor must give his 
consent.’”’ But this was drafted in the Department with the con- 
currence of the National Guard, and they fell— 

The CuarrmMan. Then the bill to be submitted is H. R. 13374? 

Mr. Ducanpemr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that is a clean bill? 

Mr. Ducanpmr. That is a clean bill. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported. 
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_ Mr. Brooks will report the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is H. R. 13226. This bill, 
Mr. Chairman, is to provide for additional appointments at the 
United States Military and Air Force Academies so that the acade- 
mies can maintain their full authorized strengths throughout the year. 
At the present time there is no provision of law which will permit the 
academies to enroll a sufficiently large entering class to offset future 
normal attrition which usually occurs during the first semester. 

As a consequence, experience has shown that by the beginning of 
the second semester there is a considerable number of vacancies which 
have occurred through normal attrition, such as resignations, dis- 
missals, or scholastic failures. 

The bill as proposed by the Department would have authorized 
additional appointments which would actually put the academies 
overstrength at the beginning of the school year, but because of these 
attritions would authorize additional cadets during the school year 
and thus would allow the academies to be kept full. 

The Army and Air Force Academies have an authorized strength’of 
2,496 cadets. Under the law there is no flexibility so that they can 
exceed this maximum in any degree. As a consequence, the depart- 
ments wish legislative authorization which would allow them to exceed 
these authorizations at the beginning of the school year, and by the 
time that attrition has taken place the strengths of the academies 
will be down to their normally authorized strengths. 

There is a continuing need for academy-trained junior officers, 
and it is felt that it is both wasteful of the faculty and facilities not to 
use them to their maximum capacity. 

Mr. Chairman, as originally introduced the bill would have allowed 
the Secretary of the Army to make additional nominations from all 

ualified alternates in order to bring the academies up to full strength. 
However, the subcommittee amended the bill by striking all after the 
enacting clause and interesting new language which would authorize 
the Secretary of the Army to nominate qualified candidates, but 85 per- 
cent of those nominated must be selected from qualified alternates 
nominated by Members of Congress and the remainder will come from 
qualified candidates nominated under all other provisions of law, such 
as presidential appointments, and so forth. 

I might say that right now the percentage is not 85 percent, but 
66 percent. And this actually increases the congressional participa- 
tion in these appointments. 

Under the subcommittee amendment not more than one qualified 
alternate could be selected from the alternates of any congressional 
nominating authority in any one year. As a consequence, it would not 
be possible for 2 or 3 of the qualified alternates under any one Congress- 
man to be nominated. 

And I want to say this in reference to that paragraph: The sub- 
committee put that in there for the reason that some of the members 
of this committee, and then other Members of Congress, have not 
participated in the past as they should in the selection of these alter- 
nates. And by placing this stipulation in the bill, the subcommittee 
felt there would be wider distribution. For instances, our colleague, 
Mr. Van Zandt, had difficulty in the Air Force Academy. This would 

arantee him a wider distribution with more hope of getting someone 
se his district. 
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At the present time, approximately 85 percent of all appointments 
to the academies are made by Members of Congress, and the sub- 
committee felt justified in continuing this ratio for the additional 
appointments authorized by the legislation. 

Furthermore, when drawing the legislation for interim appointments 
to the Air Force Academy last year the committee provided that 
additional appointments made from qualified congressional alternates 
would be limited to one to each Member of Congress. For that 
reason the same language was included in the subcommittee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, the Navy is not included in this bill for the reason 
that it has a much higher authorized strength than the other two 
academies. As I have said, the Air Force and Military Academies 
have authorized strengths of 2,496 whereas the Naval Academy has 
an authorized strength of 4,382. 

Mr. Chairman, although the Department has no firm position on the 
subcommittee amendment, the witness for the Department of the 
Army said he felt that there would be no objection to the language of 
the subcommittee amendment. The cost would be approximately 
$2,000 per cadet, and the language of the bill as amended would 
permit between 40 and 50 additional cadets per year. 

This bill was unanimously approved by the subcommittee and 
reported to the full committee. 

Mr. Rivers. You say of these new candidates, they have to come 
from the alternate lists of the Congress, 85 percent of them from the 
Members of the Congress, and only 1 could come from any 1 con- 
gressional district? 

Mr. Brooks. That is the way it would work out. 

Mr. Rivers. Regardless of their football ability? 

Mr. Brooks. That is right, regardless of football or academic 
ability. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Van Zandt—— 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it not true that an academic board can select 
qualified alternates to fill vacancies? 

The Cuoarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Then, why is this necessary? 

Mr. Brooks. The reason this is necessary, the Academy isn’t full. 
At the end of the year they are way under strength because of attri- 
tion. This would allow them to keep their Academy full. Actually, 
they will slightly exceed their maximum strength at the first of the 
year, but it will average out a full Academy at the end of the year. 

And the cost—outside of the actual maintenance of the individual, 
there will be no additional facilities and no additional instructors 
required and you will get a greater utilization at a smaller expense 
of the Academy. 

Mr. Hess. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Hess. Then the Academy must estimate what the attrition is 
going to be during the year? 
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Mr. Brooks. They have done it by estimating over a period of 
many years what the attrition is, and it averages between 40 to 65 
per year. 

The CuarrMan. The objective—as I see, the major objection is the 
complete and full utilization of the Academy. 

(Chorus of “That is right.’’) 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is the method of carrying it out. 

Mr. Kircatn. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Kitchin—— 

Mr. Krrcurn. Isn’t there the same ratio of attrition at the Naval 
Academy and wouldn’t we have to maintain the excess based on the 
strength of the Naval Academy? 

Mr. Brooks. No; the Naval Academy has authorized strength of 
about 4,300. We never even approached that. The Navy can put 
additional men in there if they have the money. They don’t need 
any authorization at all. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Price— 

Mr. Brooks. The other two do need authorization. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Price— 

Mr. Price. I think you skirted all around the point that the 
gentleman was getting at. He was pointing out that you already 
have similar legislation for the other service academies. 

Do you have this legislation now for the Air Force Academy? 

Mr. Brooks. No; this will cover the Military and the Air Force 
Academies, both of them. 

Mr. Price. I thought we passed a bill like this for the Military 
Academy several years ago. 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

We set the strength of the Military Academy at 2,496 men. They 
can’t exceed that strength at all. This would permit the Air Force 
Academy at the beginning of the year to slightly exceed their maximum 
strength. 

Mr. Price. To exceed their authorized strength? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

(Chorus of ““Mr. Chairman.’’) 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Gavin 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask: Why does the Navy have a much higher 
authorized strength than the other two Academies? Why was an 
exception made for the Navy, over the Department of the Army and 
the Air Force? What was the reason, and when did it occur and why 
did it occur? 

Mr. Brooks. That was done many years ago. 

Mr. Gavin. Let him answer the question. 

Mr. Brooks. That was done many years ago, and I think 

Mr. Rivers. Because of the Marines. 

Mr. Brooks. I defer to my chairman on that. 

Mr. Gavin. I thought that the chairman may be able to answer 
that question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kiupay. I think it goes back even prior to his time. 

Mr. Brooks. Way back. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Kilday, any questions? 
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Mr. Kixtpay. On that phase of it 

Mr. Gavin. I would like to get an answer to that question. 

Mr. Kitpay. I understand that history goes back many, many 
years ago, because people from the area of Maryland and Virginia 
were getting all of the «,pointments and over a long period of time it 
developed, in order that the other parts of the country could par- 
ticipate. 

But I wanted to ask on this specific bill, is it not true that at the 
present time the Academic Board may fill the corps from qualified 
alternates and Presidential appointees on the ratio of 2 to 1? 

Mr. Brooks. Provided—they can fill the corps provided it does not 
exceed the maximum strength. 

Mr. Kizpay. Right. All this bill does is permit them to exceed 
the maximum strength by the estimated attrition per class? 

Mr. DucanpeEr. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. It does alittle more than that. It gives the Congress- 
man a break, because it changes the figure from 66 percent to 85 
percent, 

Mr. Kitpay. Well—— 

Mr. Brooks. To that extent—— 

The CuatrMan. The purpose of the bill is to accomplish two 
main—— 

Mr. Hépert. Mr. Chairman, may I ask: As a matter of fact and 
the practice right now, the Academic Board of the Academy at the 
beginning of each serf€ster or the beginning of each new year does fill 
on the required strength from the qualified alternates. 

The CuarrMan. Of 2,486. 

Mr. Héserr. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Héperr. They do fill. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Hésert. This bill, then, would accomplish—then adding as 
Mr. Kilday said—— 

The CHarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. H&éperr. On the additional strength, by again going to the 
alternate list to pick not the best qualified, but only qualified. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, it would be the best qualified, I assume, pro- 
vided there is a distribution. 

Mr. Hépert. It couldn’t be a best qualified if you limit the selection 
to one alternate to a member of Congress. 

Mr. Brooks. You have a compromise position. 

But it was felt by the subcommittee that it would be far preferable 
to have a wider distribution from the alternate list than it would be 
to let them select all of the alternates behind one particular Member 
of the Congress. 

Mr. Hépert. Here is the point I am making. The purpose of the 
distribution would not necessarily be accomplished, because still 
there would be certain distribution which would not have qualified 
alternates. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

Mr. Héperrt. So, therefore, it does not accomplish that, but it does 
take away from the member that which they do have now, of getting 
the best qualified. 
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Mr. Brooks. No, it doesn’t do that. It does accomplish a wider 
distribution. And it is a question if you want all of the alternates 
taken from the few Congressmen. Of course, it doesn’t permit you 
to do it. It does require a distribution and not more than one 
alternate taken from each congressional district. 

Mr. Hésert. Therefore, you do not have the best qualified. 

Mr. Huss. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kixpay. It is my recollection that a good many years ago, 
prior to the consolidation of the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, that I handled the bill on the floor 
which permitted the filling of the corps at the Military Academy. 
There is no provision now, as I recall it, which limits the Academic 
Board to the best qualified or otherwise. 

The only limitation was that two-thirds of the appointments made 
by the Academic Board shall come from the congressional list, and 
not to exceed one-third or the remainder from all other sources. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. For good football players. 

Mr. Kiupay. That is right. That has been done. And I personally 
have no objection to it. If there is any educational institutions in 
the world which are justified in having at least, it is the military 
> who are supposed to be able to live in the field 





and be rugged. 

But there is no possibility of depriving a Member, either under 
existing law or under this proposal, of any rights which he now has. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. These are additional in number. ‘They are in addi- 
tion to all of the appointments that any appointing authority would 
have. 

Mr. Hésert. It does deprive him—where he may get two alter- 
nates, it does deprive him of one alternate. So he is deprived. 

Mr. Kiupay. No. You see, this is after all appointments have 
been made. You have had your principals and your designated alter- 
nates first, second, and so on. 

The complexion of that class has been made up by selection from 
the order in which they have been nominated. And every Member’s 
full list has been gone through, to fill the one spot that he had for that 
particular appointment. 

Then after he has secured all for which he is entitled that year, you 
still have vacancies in the Academy. 

At the present time the Academic Board appoints enough to bring 
the corps up to 2,496. 

& Mr. Héserr. From the qualified alternates. 

Mr. Kwoay. From the qualified alternates. And it is two-thirds 
from the congressional list and one-third from all other sources. 

Mr. Hésert. Right. 

Mr. Kimpay. Then under this provision, not only can they bring 
the corps up to 2,496, but as stated here—I don’t know what the 
attrition is, but you say over the years it had averaged 40 per class. 

Mr. Kizpay. It has averaged 40 per class. So, instead of 2,496, 
you would have 2,500 and something. They arrive at it. 

So when the class opened July 1, the Academy would consist not 
of 2,496, the total authorized anally but some larger number. 
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Mr. Hésert. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then by the end, it would be down to 2,496. 

Mr. Héserr. I still return to the fact that a Member now, if he 
has more than 1 qualified alternate—those 2 or 3 or 4 or 5 alter- 
nates—— 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

Mr. Hésertr. Now, you take away from him and limit him to 
only one, though he might have the best qualified. 

Mr. Kixpay. I feel the gentleman is correct on that. 

Mr. Price. On that point, to establish a little legislative history 
on it, let’s carry this point a little further. 

Now, under existing law it is possible for a man to have a principal 
and one of his alternates in—— 

Mr. Becker. Two or three. 

Mr. Hésert. As many as—no restrictions. 

Mr. Pricer. No restrictions. 

Mr. Hféserr. No restrictions. 

Mr. Price. Under this bill—— 

Mr. Hézrerr. It restricts it. 

Mr. Price. It restricts it down to one. 

Mr. Héserr. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. I think the facts warrant—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Price. Here is the point of this. 

Does it carry back to the existing legislation or is this special 
legislation that puts this into effect only for this particular type 
of appointments? 

Mr. Brooks. This bill, as I said, again, is to permit the temporary 
increase in the enrollment in the Academy. 

Mr. Price. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. And then makes selection from as wide a diversifi- 
cation as possible. 

Mr. Price. The point I am trying to clear up is this. Under 
existing law they can take the principal or all the alternates if they 
want to. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

Mr. Pricer. All right. 

Now, under this, is this just an overall law for a special type of 
selection—— 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Where they could still take—— 

Mr. Brooks. This covers the selection only of those in excess. It 
is not general law, covering everything. We have covered that in 
the Academy law. But this covers the excess above the maximum 
strength of the Academy. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Price. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. Brooks. And the selection shall be under the terms of the 
existing law, and there shall not be more than one selected alternate 
taken under this bill from any one congressional district. 

Mr. Price. This applies only to this one pool. 

(Chorus of “That is right.’’) 

Mr. Becker. Is that in addition, the additional 40? 
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[ (Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.’’) 
— The CuarrMan. Let there be a little order. 
& Mr. Price. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. Kitpay. The gentleman from Louisiana and the gentleman 

from Illinois raised a serious question, which I did not fully recognize 
at first. I think we should have the provision reread. 
& As discussed here, if a Member should have had 3 vacancies, let’s 
say, at the Academy in 1 year and had appointed his principal and 
alternates for all 3 of those vacanc ies, then if the language is as it is 
being discussed here, even though he ‘had 3 vacancies, only 1 man is 
eligible- —is that the language? 

(Chorus of “Mr. C hairman. i?) 

The Cuarrman. Everybody be quiet. 

Read the language, Mr. Ducander. Let’s see. 

Mr. Dvucanprer. That section 4343. Cadets: appointment; to 
bring corps to full strength: 

Whenever it is estimated that the number of cadets at the Academy during a 
school year will be below the authorized number, the Secretary of the Army may 
nominate qualified candidates who—— 

Mr. Gavin. Qualified alternates. 

Mr. Ducanper. I am reading the bill now, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Oh, all right. 

Mr. Ducanper (reading): 
the Secretary of the Army may nominate qualified candidates who competed for 
nomination and are recommended and found qualified by the Academic Board, 
but not more than are estimated to be necessary to make the strength of the Corps 
of Cadets at the end of the school year equal the authorized strength of that corps. 
At least 85 percent of those nominated under this section shall be selected from 
qualified alternates nominated by the persons named in clauses (1)—(6) of section 
4342 
I might stop there and say those are the congressional alternates— 
of this title, and the remainder from qualified candidates holding competitive 
nominations under any other provision of law. Not more than one qualified 
alternate nominated by any one authority named in clauses (1)—(6) of section 
4342 (a) of this title may be appointed as a cadet under this section in any one 
year. An appointment under this section is an additional appointment and is 
not in place of an appointment otherwise authorized by law. 

Then there is another section which is almost identical for the Air 
Force Academy. 

Mr. Arenpbs. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Arends 

Mr. Arenps. Let me see if I get this eet 2 my mind. 

How many go in, in the first se election, in a year, would you say at 
West Point? Take around number. How many? 

Mr. Ducanper. About 700 or 750. 

Mr. Arenps. Well, 700. Assuming a class of 700 is to go in and 
each Member of Congress by the appointments of principals and 
various alternates is considered. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Every man is considered. That is done, and they 
close the book. They have taken 700. 

Then they decide there are going to be 40 vacancies at the end of 
the year due to attrition. 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Arenpbs. Then we set that up after the book is closed and every 
Member of Congress’s alternates and principals have been considered 
in regular fashion. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenpbs. Then the book is opened again and we say they have 
room for 40 more. Then out of the group of 40, 85 percent are taken 
from the congressional alternates and the 15 percent is selected from 
others. 

So this is merely in addition to the regular processes, of available 40. 

Mr. DucanpeEr. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. Am I right? 

Mr. Ducanper. You are right. 

Mr. Gavin. Will the gentleman yield? 

In the first assignment, in determining the number that will enter 
the Academy, there is a certain number of qualified alternates that 
are selected, too? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Certainly there are. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, supposing somebody has two appointments. 

The CHarrmMaANn. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Gavin. Therefore, how many qualified alternates is he going to 
receive? Consideration for two qualified alternates for each ap- 
pointment he has, or does he if he had 3 appointments and maybe he 
would have 12 people in the picture. 

Therefore, the question is whether he is going to be restricted now 
to one qualified alternate in this proposed legislation. 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

(Chorus of ‘‘No.’’) 

Mr. Brooks. He is not restricted to one qualified alternate. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t know about that. The way this reads, it looks 
to me as if he has only one selection. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kinpay. This is an important matter. I talked to the Super- 
intendent of the Academy, General Davidson, not long ago about it, 
and he is most anxious that something be done about it. He thinks 
it is a great waste of the facilities he has there at the Academy. 

So I would suggest that we amend the bill to eliminate from it the 
new restrictions about the percentage— 

Mr. Hféperr. The one. 

Mr. Kitpay. The one, for appointing authority, and leave it as it 
is now, for this year anyway. That would be two-thirds/one-third. 

Mr. Brooks. Sixty-six percent. 

Mr. Kinpay. Without putting the one limitation on it. 

This has been in operation since about 1945, or 1946, somewhers 
along there, and there has been no difficulty, with this phase of it. 

I appreciate what is attempted to be cured. 

I am one of those members of the committee who has never had « 
designee enter the Air Force Academy. 

I don’t think you are going to be able to cure it at the last meeting 
of the session. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well—— 

Mr. Kitpay. If we would accept the committee amendment, except 
as to that restriction, and go on and report the bill out. 
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Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Kirpay. I yield. 

Mr. Gavin. I would like to know if you have an ideas as to what 
course the Air Force Academy is going to pursue? Are they going to 
follow the pattern of the Departments of the Army and ihe Navy, 
or are they going to continue where we have named 10 and we don’t 
know whether we are going to get any—— 

(Chorus of “‘No.’’) 

Mr. Brooks. We changed that last year, in the law. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to object to the idea that we are going back to 
the 66 percent. 

Now, the Academy is perfectly willing to have Congress participate 
to the extent they have in the appointments. We should be there. 

Mr. Kixpay. Let’s eliminate the restriction of one. We should 
study it. 

Mr. Hésert. Eliminate the one. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the bill is amended by elim- 
inating the section relating to the restriction of one to each Member. 

Without objection, the bill will be favorably reported with the 
amendment. Mr. Brooks will report the bill. 

Report your next bill, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. The next bill is by Mr. Devereux, a member of our 
committee, and maybe General Devereux can explain his bill. 

The CuairMAN. General Devereux. Let there be order in the com- 
mittee. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Ducander will explain it, I think, Mr. Chair- 
man, if that is all right. 

The Cuarrman. H. R. 11742. 

Mr. Ducanprr. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this bill is to 
authorize for the Boards of Visitors to the United States Military, 
Naval and Air Force Academies the payment of per diem at the rate 
currently payable to persons serving the Government without com- 
pensation or at $1 per year. This rate is not to exceed $15 per day. 

At the present time members of the Board of Visitors are entitled 
to only $5 per day to cover living expenses during annual visits of the 
boards. This $5 limitation was originally enacted in 1912 with 
respect to the Military Academy and in 1916 with respect to the 
Naval Academy. While the $5 per diem allowance may have been 
realistic at the time of enactment, it no longer suffices to defray the 
expenses of visitors to the academies. 

During the week a board is in session, a visitor must anticipate at 
least $7.50 a day for a hotel room and usually much more. 

The CHatrmMan. How much does he get? $7.50 now? 

Mr. Ducanper. He gets $5 now. 

The CuarrMan. $5. 

Mr. Hésert. He could make money in 1912, under that. 

The CuarrMaANn. Go ahead, Mr. Ducander. 

Mr. Ducanper. In addition, a member must pay for meals other 
than those provided by the academy concerned. 

This bill is a Department bill, approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget. It would merely raise the per diem of members of the 
Board of Visitors to the academies from $5 per day to $15 per day. 
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The CuarrMAN. Governor Devereux, have you anything to say? 

Mr. Devereux. No, sir. It is just a realistic approach to what the 
situation is today. 

The CHairMan. | think this: It is a very high and distinct honor 
for an individual to be named a Board of Visitors member. He is not 
there for the purpose of trying to get his expenses completely paid. 
He is there to cooperate with the Superintendent and the officials of 
the Academy to see how it runs. It is a great honor. And I had 
hoped that we reached a point in the affairs of this Government where 
we can do some things without being paid to do them. 

I have been on the Board of Visitors for 40 years. Sometimes | 
designate this Member and that Member and other Members to go. 
But you don’t go whether it is $15 or $5. So I don’t think we should 
act favorably on this bill. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard? 

The CuatrMan. Yes. That is the reason I asked you. This bill 
should not be passed. 

Mr. Devernux. The person is not making any money when he 
goes down. 

The CuatrrmMan. I| know he is not making any money. 

Mr. Devereux. We have some people who go there and are on the 
Board of Visitors who can’t personally afford to do it. 

The CHarrMANn. Well, I don’t know of any man that has ever been 
appointed on the Board of Visitors that couldn’t afford to pay his 
way over there. And as a matter of fact, the institutions almost 
always take care of the Board of Visitors by entertainment and 
everything. 

Let’s don’t put it all on a dollars-and-cents basis. 

I move that this bill lie on the table. 

(Chorus of ‘‘Without objection.’’) 

The CuarrMan. Allin favor say ‘‘Aye.” 

The bill lies on the table. [Laughter.] 

The CuHarrMan. What is the next one? 

Mr. Kilday 

Mr. Kitpay. Subcommittee No. 2, Mr. Chairman, has two bills 
to report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the committee be in order. 

Go ahead, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. As I said, Subcommittee No. 2 has two bills to report. 
The first is H. R. 9673, a bill to amend title 10 of the United States 
Code, to provide the conditions under which retired pay may be paid 
in the case of retired officers dropped from the rolls, and for other 
purposes. 

The committee has rewritten the language, as you can see. 

The proposed legislation, as amended by the subcommittee, deals 
with officers who have been dropped from the rolls by reason of 
confinement in a correctional institution or penitentiary upon con- 
viction of acrime. The case that brought the matter to the attention 
of the Congress involved a Commander Rueger who pleaded guilty 
to voluntary manslaughter and served a sentence in the Virginia State 
Prison. 

Commander Rueger had retired after 29 years of faithful service 
with the Navy, and yet he was dropped from the retirement rolls 
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with the loss of his retirement pay as a result of his conviction in a 
State court. 

It has always been the position of the subcommittee that retirement 
pay is earned retirement and that a person should not be deprived of 
earned retirement unless it is for a crime of serious consequence to 
the security of the Nation. 

Under the proposed legislation, an officer, including a warrant officer 
may be dropped from the rolls and cease to be an officer, but if he has 
dependents, the Secretary concerned can authorize a portion of his 
retirement pay to be paid to the dependents while the officer involved 
is in prison. When the officer is released from prison, he can resume 
receiving his retirement pay, but he will no longer hold an officer or be 
an officer. 

There are several safeguards in the proposed legislation so that it 
will not be to anyone’s advantage to be dropped from the rolls. 

Likewise,we have eliminated the authority to drop enlisted reserv- 
ists from the rolls. There is no present authority to drop enlisted 
regulars from the rolls if they have retired, and there appears to be no 
reason why present law should apply to enlisted reservists. 

An officer who is dropped from the rolls or who loses his retirement 
pay by reason of the Hiss Act cannot have the advantage of the 
proposed legislation. 

Likewise, an officer who is dropped from the rolls will be subject to 
all of the restrictions of law now imposed on retired officers and in 
addition he will not be entitled to any increases in retired pay or to 
any of the privileges of a retired officer. 

The proposed legislation is retroactive to December 31, 1954, thus 
covering the two officers who have been last affected by being dropped 
from the rolls by reason of civil conviction. 

The committee has reported the bill unanimously and I move its 
favorable report. 

The CuarrMan. I think this bill is well founded. 

Without objection, the committee acts favorably on it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

Would this commander be taken care of then? 

Mr. Kizpay. Yes; we know of two cases. I don’t think there have 
been 10 cases in the history of the country. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the bill will be favorably 
reported. Mr. Kilday, report the bill. 

What is the next bill? 

Mr. Kitpay. The subcommittee has also reported H. R. 13366 
by the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. Hébert, and I ask him to 
report the bill. 

The Cuarrman. Let the bill be reported. 

Mr. Blandford, read the bill. 

Mr. BLANnprorpD (reading) : 


H. R, 13366, a bill to provide for the advancement of Major General Claire L. Chennault, United States 
Air Force, retired, to the grade of lieutenant general on the retired list. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That Major General Claire L. Chennault, 
United States Air Force, retired (AOQ—10090), shall be advanced on the retired 
list to the grade of lieutenant general 







and we struck the words on lines 5 and 6 






effective for all purposes as of the date of enactment of this Act. 
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and inserted in lieu thereof the words— 


except that no increase in retired pay or other benefits shall accrue as a result 
of the enactment of the Act, 

The amendment is to make it clear that no person will receive any 
increase in retirement pay or any other emoluments as a result—that 
the person involved or his dependents will not receive any increase in 
retirement pay or increase in benefits as a result of the enactment 
of the bill. 

The CHartrMAN. The only effect of the bill would be to give him 
an additional star. 

Mr. BLANpDForD. Yes, sir. It is in effect an honorary promotion 
for General Chennault. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Hébert, any comment you want to make? 

Mr. Hésert. The comment I want to make is that Maj. Gen. 
Claire L. Chennault has had a brilliant military career, Mr. Chair- 
man. His duties have been performed under unique and exceptional 
conditions which did not fall within the normal purview of military 
operations. The promotion to the next higher rank under the pro- 
posed legislation carries with it no perquisites, but does acknowledge 
the respect and admiration of a grateful nation to a soldier and airman 
with unnusual capabilities. 

In addition, Mr. Chairman, I point out the fact that the time 
element here is of the essence, because General Chennault, as you 
know, will not be with us very much longer. 

I doubt whether he will be here 2 months more. It is just a gesture 
on the part of the Nation to let him die as a three-star general. 

The CHarrMAN. I think, members of the committee, that we are 
clearly warranted and justified, under the facts, to favorably report 
the bill. Without objection, the bill will be favorably reported. 

Mr. Hebert, report the bill. 

Anything else? 

Mr. Kitpay. That is all. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Durham, do you have anything from your 
subcommittee? 

Mr. Duruam. No, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Members of the committee, I desire to call up a 
bill introduced by General Devereux, H. R. 13265, to authorize the 
appropriation to the Corregidor-Bataan Memorial Commission of an 
amount equal to amounts, not in excess of $7,500,000, which may be 
received by the Secretary of the Navy from the sale of vessels stricken 
from the Naval Vessel Register to be expended for the purpose of 
carrying out the provisions “of the act of August 5, 1953. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. C hairman, we have our former colleague, Mr. 
Emmet O’Neal, and Mr. Kelly. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. O'Neal. Members of the committee, it is a 
pleasure to have this morning Mr. O’Neal, a former distinguished 
Member of Congress from Kentucky, who is a member of the 
Corregidor-Bataan Memorial Commission, which was authorized on 
August 5, 1953. 

Now, the purpose—sit right down, Mr. O’Neal. 

Mr. O’Neat. Yes, sir; Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMAN. We welcome you here. 

Mr. Rivers. A former distinguished Ambassador to the Philippines. 
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Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I think the record should show 
he is Chairman of the Corregidor-Bataan Memorial Commission. 

The CuarrMan. Have you any statement you desire to submit to 
the committee in regard to this propose -d legislation and why it should 
be approved by the Armed Services Committee? 

Mr. O’Neat. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, may I make one statement first? 

I am not getting old, but I find that wherever I go the acoustic 
facilities are breaking down. [Laughter.] 

And if anyone else wants to ask me a question, I would appreciate 
it if he would speak a little bit louder. And I think something should 
be done about the acoustic facilities. |Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, due to the fact that this, I think, is the first pre- 
sentation to this committee, | would like to take just a few minutes 
to explain what it is all about. And in order to save your time and 
not to speak “Stengelese,’’ I would like to read a statement. It will 
not take probably over 6 or 7 minutes. If that is agreeable to the 
committee, I will proceed along that line. 

The CuartrMan. Go right ahead, Mr. O’ Neal. 

Mr. O’neaut. The Philippines became a sovereign nation on July 4, 
1946. On October 12, 1947, the United States, at a formal ceremony 
returned to the Philippines the last bit of Philippine soil which had 
been under its control—the island of Corregidor. At the ceremony 
on Corregidor, when the American flag was lowered and the Philippine 
flag raised, the present Chairman of Corregidor-Bataan Memorial 
Commission said in part: 

Today the United States of America conveys to the Republic of the Philippines 
the last tangible bit of America, the island of Corregidor. It is right that this be 
done. But in a deeper sense, Bataan and Corregidor do not belong solely to any 
one country, even to the heroic Philippines. * * * there is more to this hallowed 
spot than what we here convey, and it is that which belongs to the ages and to all 
men who believe in human liberty. Nations yet unborn will strive for freedom 
and receive strength and courage from nearby Bataan. Men now living and yet 
to be born will carry on inspired by the true meaning of er They are 


now enshrined in the temple of hope for mankind with Runnymede, Valley Forge, 
and other places where the fires of freedom were lighted and ke ‘pt running. 

* * * The blood of Americans and Filipinos mingled, indissolubly in the soil of 
Bataan and Corregidor, each defying the forces of autocracy and slavery. The 


blood shed by your sons and our sons cannot be separated in the hallowed earth 
of Bataan and Corregidor. * * * This spot will tell the story to oppressed and 
groping people how they, too, can attain liberty by devotion to the democratic 
way of life. 

Bataan and Corregidor will ever be beams to guide liberty-loving people of 
Asia and of the world to a way of life which will bring the greatest good to the 
greatest number. May they light the way to freedom for millions who are seeking 
that which Bataan and Corregidor so sublimely represent. 

That was the start of the idea which we are discussing today. 

The Corregidor-Bataan Memorial Commission was created by 
Congress to erect upon Corregidor an appropriate memorial to all 
those who served under the American flag in the Pacific area during 
World War II. The Commission is composed of nine members: 
3 United States Senators, 3 United States Congressmen, and 3 public 
members. They are now as follows: Senators Wiley, Goldwater, and 
Douglas; Congressmen Van Zandt, Devereux, and Selden; John W. 
Haussermann, Frank Hewlett, and Emmet O’ Neal who was chosen by 
the members to be chairman. No member of the Commission has 
been paid anything in any way for his services. 
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The Commission has been very active, and in my opinion has 
accomplished a great deal to date, and in a most economical w ay. A 

The Commission has worked with the Philippine Government 
through its Ambassador, General Romulo, and its National Shrines 
Commission. This Philippine National Shrines Commission was 
directed by the Philippine Government to work with the Corregidor- 
Bataan Memorial Commission in placing a suitable memorial on 
Corregidor. They have dedicated Corregidor as a shrine and are 
even now taking people there, and showing them the site of the memo- 
rial. They have officially approved the design of the actual memorial 
and are delighted with it. Further they have made independent 
studies for the use of the memorial, as a living memorial, when 
completed. 

In order to have an appropriate structure the Corregidor Bataan 
Memorial Commission has sought the cooperation of the architects 
of the United States. 

The advisory architect of the Commission is Mr. John F. Harbeson 
of the firm of Harbeson, Hough, Livingston & Larson, Philadelphia. 
He is recognized as one of the leading men in his profession. Under 
his direction the Commission conducted a competition among the 
architects of the United States, in which 43 well-known men or firms 
participated. 

The designs in the competition were submitted anonymously, so 
that there would be no favoritism. In the first stage of the competi- 
tion 5 designs were selected as the best, and a second stage was held, 
in which the 5 winning architects compe ted with 5 of the most out- 
standing architects who were especially invited to compete. The jury 
of 11 which recommended the winner was composed of 8 very promi- 
nent and nationally known men in the architectural field, and the 
othet 3 men were Fleet Adm. Chester W. Nimitz, Gen. Walter Krueger, 
and Gen. George C. Kenny. 

The chosen Chairman was Mr. Pietro Belluschi, dean of the School 
of Architecture and Planning, Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 
The Commission accepted the decision of the jury, and its selection 
has received many words of approval from competent authorities as 
well as the Philippine Government. 

May I take a few moments to refresh your recollection as to the 
basic concepts of the Corregidor memorial. 

It will be a symbol to every participant in the Pacifie war both 
in the United States and the Philippines of the months and years 
of his service and sacrifices in the preservation of liberty against an 
aggressor bent on conquest, tyranny, and enslavement. ‘To such a 
veteran, and there are over 4 million of them in every part of the 
United States, it will be deserved recognition of each one’s service to 
his country. Primarily it will be a reminder and record of those who 
gave their lives to preserve freedom in the world. 

It will be a sensitive and appropriate recognition of the most 
remarkable feat of arms in the world’s history, America’s participation 
in World War II, undertaken not for conquest. 

The Philippines were a part of the United States until July 1946, 
almost one-third of our existance up to that time. It will be a symbol 
to every Filipino who sees it, and they will be numbered by countless 
thousands, of our understanding and appreciation of that long associa- 
tion unique in the annals of history. 
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It will make clear our recognition of the price the Filipinos paid 
through 4 long years for remaining true to the United States and 
the cause of democracy. That deliberate choice caused them to suffer 
more loss of life than the combined losses of the American forces in 
both the European and Pacific areas combined. Further it had deep 
meaning and will have far-reaching influence that an oriental nation, 
the Philippines, decided to stand by an occidental nation, the United 
States, against another oriental nation. 

The memorial will stand on the sacred soil of Corregidor in the shad- 
ow of nearby Bataan, where commingled the blood of Filipinos and 
Americans. Manila is the crossroads between the East and the West, 
and only a relatively short distance from the mainland of Asia. Those 
who travel by air will see it, and all ships going to or from Manila 
must pass close to Corregidor. At night a perpetual shaft of light 
will carry its message far out across the China Sea. Its meaning will 
be clear to Asiatics, and we believe that it will be understood as a 
dedication of democratic peoples to the cause of peace and freedom. 

All Corregidor will actually be a memorial. Malinta tunnel, the 
headquarters of the United States Army and the Capitol of the 
Philippines in the early days of the war will be restored by the Philip- 
pine Government. The memorial edifice will have appropriate sculp- 
ture, and so built that it may house libraries and the memorabilia 
of the war in the Pacific. - 

If our country through this Commission and the architects can 
place upon ( ‘orregidor the type of symbolic memorial we are trying 
to create, it will reach the minds and hearts of millions of people who 
do not know and little appreciate the real United States. It may 
sound chauvinistic but something unheard of has risen in the world 
in recent years—an entire nation going to war on two occasions with 
its major objective the freedom and happiness of other nations. 
There was no thought of conquest of others, but there was on the 
part of the people of the United States an awareness that we were 
sure to suffer great loss of life and staggering financial burdens for 
years to come. It is true that we ev: aluated the impact upon our 
future of the defeat of free nations by dictators, but irrespective of 
that, I believe, the United States fought primarily to help other 
nations to live as free men. 

The decision of the Philippines to stand with us was built upon 
their confidence after almost 50 years of association, in the truth and 
fairness of the democratic way of life, as cherished and lived by the 
United States. 

The presence of this memorial on Philippine soil will be an aid in 
enlightening Asia and the world as to democracy and the character 
of America. In my opinion all that we do in monetary assistance as 
a part of our foreign policy will be short of our objectives until the 
nations we help understand the United States. We can do more to 
bring about that understanding than is being done. 

We are confident that with the actual memorial and the living 
memorial we can make a very important contribution to that end. 

This memorial will be placed by the United States not in Washing- 
ton or some other American city for the edification of ourselves, but 
on Asiatic soil which will mean a great deal to all Asiatics. Such a 
tribute on foreign soil is somewhat unique, and cannot fail to better 
explain to the world, especially Asia, what is the truth as to the real 
America, as an exemplar of democracy. 
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We do not intend to let it rest there. This sensitive symbol will 
become and be used as a living memorial. We have done a great 
deal of work to develop activities under the aegis of the Corregidor 
Bataan Memorial which we believe will do much to offset the effect 
of the all-out Communist effort in the Far East. We have an invalu- 
able asset in the friendship of the Philippines, a democratic nation, 
just as Russia has in Communist China. 

In my opinion this is not fully evaluated nor adequately utilized. 
Russian communism, ace ‘cording to authorities is daily gaining ground 
in Asia, largely accomplished i in the name and with the assistance of 
China. We have reason to believe that we can secure active coopera- 
tion and abundant financial support which will make the actual 
memorial when completed, continue to serve effectively as a living 
force. It is consonant with a memorial in the spirit that ‘These dead 
shall not have died in vain.”’ 

The things of which I have spoken are authorized by legislation 
heretofore approved by Congress, and are not a part of the bills 
before you. 

This bill will make it possible to start the erection of the memorial 
at once. The passage of this measure, now, will save from 3 to 4 
years in getting started. 

Twenty-nine ships which saw distinguished service in World War IT 
are now in moth balls awaiting an inevitable i ignominious end in the 
junk pile. The Navy states that they will not be of further service 
to our country or anyone, and it is empowered to dispose of them. 
The cost of their maintenance is approximately 3 to 4 million dollars 
a year. If not junked for the next 3 or 4 years they could entail an 
expense of 9 to 12 million dollars. Every American must feel some 
regret that the ships will no longer serve the cause for which they 
were built, and finally lose their identity in the junk pile. 

The bills before you will preserve their identity, and permit them 
to continue to serve in the cause of freedom and democracy. A 
congressional Member on the Commission, General Devereux, intro- 
duced these bills to permit the use of the funds from the salvage of 
the vessels to be applied to the erection of the memorial on Corregidor. 
It is further planned that as much of the steel as is needed from the 
ships, shall be the steel of which the memorial will be built. So the 
memorial framework will be of steel which served as ships in World 
War II. 

The Commission intends to preserve and install some of the identi- 
fiable parts of the ships as a part of the memorabilia of the greatest 
feat of arms in the history of mankind, World War II. There will 
also be included in the memorial, memorabilia of the Army, Marine 
Corps, and Air Corps. 

Congress has heretofore appropriated the money for the building 
of these ships and the use of a part of the proceeds from the sale of 
the ships, is not exactly on all fours with a new appropriation; it is 
rather a redirection of the money heretofore appropriated. I would 
not be completely frank with the committee if I did not admit that 
as far as the balance sheet is concerned, the result is the same. 

The memorial when completed will be essentially a plea for peace 
and freedom in the world, and the use of the steel and other parts of 
the vessels will be in the spirit of the Biblical quotation: 

And they shall beat their swords into plough shares and their spears into 
pruning hooks. 
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The Corregidor Bataan Memorial Commission is almost a congres- 
sional committee, since of the 9 members 6 must be Members of Con- 
gress. In the actual memorial and in the active continuing use of 
it as a living memorial, we trust and believe that it will be of incalcu- 
lable value to the cause of better international understanding between 
the Kast and the West. 

Captain Kelly, retired officer in the Navy, a graduate of Annapolis, 
is with me. He is Executive Director. We appreciate very much 
the time that you have given to me, and we will be glad to answer 
any questions or go into iurther detail about any matter about which 
you wish to inquire. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. O’Neal. I want to compliment 
you on the very, very fine statement both as to the justification of the 
Corregidor Bataan Commission and the method of securing the funds 
to carry it out. 

Now, off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

‘The CuarrMAN. I think the better way to approach it, Mr. O’ Neal- 
I am satisfied every member of the committee is in favor of this. 
But we have to do it legally. We must do it to meet the rulings of the 
House. What have you to say, now, as to how you are going to get 
your money? ‘ 

Mr. O’Neat. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard very much on 
that, because I have sweated a good deal of blood on it already. 

We had a bill which appropriated proceeds directly to the Com- 
mission. We went to the chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
and to the Parliamentarian. They advised us that that bill could not 
be referred to anybody else because it was an appropriation. 

The CHarrMAN. That is right. 

Mr. O’Nzat. So in order to cure that, we have filed this bill, which 
is an authorization bill and in no sense an appropriation bill. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, but—— 

Mr. O’Neaut. We submitted that to the Parliamentarian. We 
submitted that to the legislative counsel. And in order that it would 
not be in any way an appropriation bill, we corrected the one that we 
had. The bill before you is a simple authorization, and the Parlia- 
mentarian who referred the other bill to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee referred this bill to the Committee on Armed Services. 

The CHarrmMan. That is good news. Then we need not worry 
about it, if you already ironed out she matter. 

Mr. O’Neat. That has already been ironed out. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. All right. 

Mr. O’Neau. Because we had quite a procedural difficulty with 
this thing. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. O’Neau. And after consultation with those that I should talk 
to about it, we introduced this new bill, that is General Devereux 
introduced this new bill, which makes it an authorization and not an 
appropriation. Up to that time it was an appropriation. 

he CHarrman. I am glad to hear that statement, because that 
clears up that phase of it. 

Mr. Kelleher 

Mr. Ke_uexer. Mr. Chairman. 
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Would I understand, Mr. O’Neal, that the Appropriations Com- 
mittee itself has approved this language, or only the Parliamentarian? 

Mr. O’Neau. The Parliamentarian. 

I am not concerned about the cumepestines Committee. Not 
to approve what you gentlemen are doing, no. I didn’t attempt that. 

The CuarrMan. Then we need not worry about it. 

But we will do this. If the committee acts on this favorably and 
it is reported to the House and the point of order is raised and the 
Chair sustains the point of order, then we will have prepared and 
ready to offer a substitute to take the place of it, that a fund of this 
amount will be preserved and created in the Department of Defense 
to be used for this purpose, which later on can be followed by the 
appropriation. 

Mr. O’Neat. Yes. We expect to go before the Appropriations 
Committee and justify it, after it is authorized. 

The CuarrMan. Now, members of the committee, I think we have 
been very fortunate this morning to have a very, very fine statement. 
We know all about it. 

In selling these vessels, they will take $7,500,000 to use for this 
purpose. 

I think the facts and circumstances warrant it. 

Mr. Smart—— 

Mr. Smarr. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the Navy would suggest 
an amendment to this bill which would broaden the source of revenue 
for this purpose. 

I could read it to you and the Navy can confirm or disaffirm my 
suggestion. 

On page 2, if you will follow your bill, line 7, after the word “‘of’’ 
insert 

The CHarrMaANn. Wait a minute. There is no page 2 in this bill. 

Mr. Bartsrs. Page 3 

The Cuarrman. It: says 3. 

Mr. Kuwpay. It goes from 1 to 3. 

(Chorus of ‘““Three.’’) 

Mr. Kixipay. This shows we can do anything. 

Mr. SMart. 13265 is the one I have. 

The CHarrMAN. 13265 is the one I have. And there is no page 2 
here. 

Mr. Smart. Check. 

Mine is printed here. 

The CuatrMan. Page 3. 

Mr. Smarr. All right, on line 7, following the word “of’’, insert 
sur plus Navy material, including the sale of vessels stricken from 
the Naval Register.”’ 

The CHarrMan. Well, that would mean to scrap and such things, 
from those particular ships. 

Mr. Smart. Whatever is sold or scrapped. 

The CuarrMan. From those particular ships. 

Mr. Smart. No, sir; this would broaden it beyond the ships to 
other surplus sales. 

The CuatrMan. What does the Navy say about that? 

Captain Dierman. Mr. Chairman, I think there is some misunder- 
standing in the bills that are being discussed. 

The Cuartrman. Let there be order. Now, talk out. Give your 
name to the reporter, Captain. 


ce 
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Captain Drerman. I am Captain Dierman of the Office of the 
Navy Comptroller. 

The CuartrmMan. Talk out so we can hear you. 

Captain Drerman. Mr. Chairman, I think there may be some mis- 
understanding about the two bills under discussion. The Navy posi- 
tion was originally presented on a bill which requested that the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Nav y designate certain funds from the proceeds of sale 
of ships to be placed i in a separate account in the Treasury for the use 
of this commission. 

The present bill, 13265, simply authorizes appropriations equal in 
amount to the proceeds of sales from the surplus disposal program of 
naval vessels. In other words, these funds—— 

Mr. Smarr. Well, to bring this to a point, my suggested amendment 
the Navy does not propose. 

Captain Dimrman. That is correct, sir. That was made with re- 
spect to the earlier bill. 

Mr. Smart. That is all. 

The CuarrMan. I couldn’t catch the last statement. 

Mr. Smart. The Navy does not propose this amendment as I had 
suggested. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, without objection the bill will be agreed to. 

With objection, the bill will be favorably reported. 

Mr. Kitpay. Report it avithout amendment. 

Mr. Smart. Without amendment. 

The CuarrMan. All right. The bill will be favorably reported. 

General Devereux, the author of the bill, will report the bill. Thank 
you very much. 

Now, Mr. Durham has a bill. 

Thank you, Mr. O'Neal. 

Mr. O’Neat. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuareman. A little order is suggested by Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, there is one little bill that was re- 
ported by the committee, but we were asked by Congressman Moss to 
holdit up. I would like for Mr. Kellehe r—I think it has been adjusted 
now and should be reported. 

The CHarrMan. What bill? 

Mr. Kewxener. This is a bill, copies of which the committee does 
not have before it, Mr. Chairman. It is H. R. 11122, and there are 
only a few copies left. I will pass those out, if you would like. 

The CHarrMan. Has the subcommittee acted on it, Mr. Durham? 

Mr. Duruam. Yes, we acted on it favorably, and Congressman 
Moss asked us to hold it up and not report it to the full committee 
until he could get some information that he wanted to get about that. 

The CHarrMan. Well, let’s see: 

To provide for the conveyance of cert - real property of the United States, 
comprising a part of Beale Air Force nn. valifornia, to the South Sutter Water 
District, East Nicolaus, California. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Most of it is description, Mr. Chairman. 

Actually, what the bill would do would authorize the Secretary of 
the Air Force to convey 1,936 acres to the South Sutter Water Dis- 
trict—this land is a part of Beale Air Force Base—for the construction 
of a dam and reservoir. Fair market value would be paid for the 
property. 
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It would also permit the water district*to remove gravel from 
another 598 acres. 

The CHarrMan. Do we sell the gravel or give it to them? 

Mr. Ketitener. We give them the gravel, but they pay for the 
land. 

The Bureau of the Budget is opposed to the bill. 

The CuarrMan. What? 

Mr. Keiitener. The Bureau of the Budget is opposed to the bill. 

Mr. Kinpay. How about the Air Force? 

Mr. Ketiener. The Air Force has no objection if it is amended in 
certain minor respects. 

Mr. Duruam. They have no use for it. 

As I understand the report, there is a question in my mind of getting 
some of this land back—— 

The CuarrMan. In view of the fact that the Budget is opposed 
to it, let’s don’t get bogged down with too much controversy, as it 
is the end of the session. I suggest we hold it for the time being for 
further study. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, this is quite important to a large 
community out there. 

The CuarrMan. | know water is very important to California. 
But 1,900 acres is very important to the Government. 

Mr. Duruam. We have too much now, and we ought to sell it, if 
we can get the proper price for it. 

The CuarrMan. I think the thing to do, in view of the facts and 
circumstances on it, is to let it lie for the time being. 

Mr. Rivers, do you have any report from your subcommittee? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrMANn. Now, let all the members be here. We have other 
business to attend to. 

Mr. Rivers. We have two remaining projects that ought to be 
brought to the attention of the committee. 

One of them is the Nike-Hercules site for the Dallas-Fort Worth 
area. 

We had a lengthy hearing on this installation. It requires the ac- 
quisition of 121 acres of land. We went into the overall subject. 

To start with, the committee had no objection to the construction 
of this installation in the Dallas area. But in the course of our hearing 
we developed that the continental air defense setup has no program 
for defending certain sections of the United States. 

We have a vast area from Norfolk, Va., to and including New 
Orleans, La., which are completely exposed. There is Wilmington, 
N.C., Charleston, S. C., Jacksonville, Fla., Miami, Fla., Atlanta, Ga., 
where they make the Hercules—the Consolidated air plant, the Savan- 
nah River H-bomb plant, New Orleans, La., Mobile, Ala., and all of 
these areas are not within the program for the defense. Yet they 
jump over all this area and go into the Dallas-Fort Worth area, which 
they say is a No. 1 target. 

Now, the Nike-Hercules is to knock down conventional aircraft. 

While we don’t object to defending the Dallas-Fort Worth area, 
we call to the committee’s attention that you have a vast segment of 
the United States exposed. The Navy has no picket ship offshore. 
The Army has no plans for Nike installations. And the only thing we 
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have—wait a minute. The only thing we have are a few ADC planes 
strewn up and down the coast. 

As I say, we have no objection to the project, but we want to bring 
to the attention of the committee that a great segment of this country 
is exposed, with no plans to protect it. Yet they jump way out into 
the prairie country to defend something else. We give it to you for 
your attention. We have no objection to it. 

The CHarrmMan. Thank you very much, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Gavin. What was your description? 

The CuarrMaAn. One minute. 

What is the number of the project? 

Mr. Rivers. The number of the project is Army—— 

Mr. KeLLener. 296. 

Mr. Rivers. What is it? 

Mr. KEeLLEvER. 296, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. 296. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Army project 296. 

Mr. Rivers. As I say, we have no objection to it. 

Mr. Gavin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. What was your description of the country? Did you 
say prairie country? 

Mr. Bares. I suggest-we bypass that portion of the discussion in 
open session. 

The CuarrMan. What did you say? 

Mr. Bares. I suggest we bypass that portion of the discussion in 
open session. 

The CuarrMan. I think he said he had no objection to it. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t bave any particular objection. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, there are some aspects of this matter 
that make it very doubtful in my mind that we ought to do it. 

I think the request for this installation is in direct conflict with 
other testimony that has been made to the Real Estate Subcommittee 
on other matters. And because of the conflict, I think it is of a nature 
that we can’t very well discuss in open session. But there is con- 
siderable doubt in my mind that there is any more justification—that 
there is any justification in this, unless we rule out previous conflicting 
testimony. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to say this—— 

The CuarrMan. I want to make this statement—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this. You can approve 
this if you please—and we have no objection to the Fort Worth-Dallas 
area—but there is no plan extant to give certain sections of this coun- 
try protection, and you are skipping over them and jumping way 
down some other place to do it. 

If you want to do that, it is your business. But our committee 
couldn’t consistently assume such a position. 

The Cuarrman. I want to say, members of the committee, that I 
have given study and consideration to this for some time. I think the 
facts and circumstances warrant it from the military standpoint, and 
so do the people who are supporting it. And the defense of the country 
is involved in their decision. 

Mr. Rivers. The person whom they sent to our committee to 
defend this project couldn’t defend it. 
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The Cuarrman. I think that a thorough study should be made of all 
sections of the country- 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuatrMan. To see if they are adequately defended. I think 
that is going on, and I think the Department has recommended to the 
committee where in their judgment they think this kind of a military 
installation should be located. 

I think the committee is fully warranted in acting favorably upon 
this matter. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman yield? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. In view of the fact that the gentleman has outlined the 
fact that there has been no comprehensive study of the entire overall 
picture as far as the Nation is conerned, of which is the most important 
projects to proceed with, before we just promiscuously start to allocate 
to various areas what they think should be the protection necessary, 
we should wait until such a time as we receive this report and then 
make the allocation according to the importance of the particular 
protection that is needed. 

Mr. Rivers. I will say that most of the members of our com- 
mittee—and we spent a lot of time. We spent at least 5 hours one 
afternoon on this project. Mr. Cunningham was there, Mr. Bates 
was there, Mr. Bray was there, Mr. Hardy was there—the full mem- 
bership was present. 

The CuarrMan. I think—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. Let me say this. 

[ think *his committee should be advised of these things. And ] 
would urge you, most respectfully and urgently, to direct some kind 
of a study to be made. Because they are not doing it. 

Mr. Gavin. Then how can they come in here and report this 
particular project, when there may be—— 

The CHarrMAN. Let me say this—— 

Mr. Rivers. We have the Savannah River plant down there at 
Augusta, where they are making H-material. Not a thing but an 
ADC unit to intercept them as they pass over Charleston, S. C., 100 
miles away. 

There is your big Hunter Air Force Base in Savannah, Ga. The 
only thing they have is a few planes to protect that. 

There is Miami, Fla. There is a big Air Force base at Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

There is Atlanta, Ga., where they make the 130—the Consolidated 
plant. 

All these things are exposed, and they jump over here to some other 
place. I can’t honestly make such a recommendation, and I will not. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I can’t honestly vote for this. 

The CuartrMan. I think this, of course 

Mr. Rivers. You can do what you please. That is your respon- 
sibility. 

The CuarrMan. That is right, exactly. 

I think the committee is clearly warranted in doing it. The 
Department has said that the security of the country requires the 
installation. 

Mr. Gavin. Why doesn’t— 
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The CHarrman. Now, wait one minute, Mr. Gavin. 

And it does not preclude installations being built in other sections. 
I don’t think we should pork-barrel these kind of installations. 

Mr. Harpy. Well now—— 

The CuarrmMan. It should be built now 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me make my statement. 

Then I will yield to everybody. 

I don’t think we should pork-barrel these installations. They 
should be built entirely upon the military justification. 

Now, the Department has said this is needed in this area. 

Now, we are trying to take the position that because they are not 
built in other sections, we are not proposing to build this one. 

(Chorus of ““Mr. Chairman.’’) 

The CuarrmMan. Now, that is not good, sound ground to be on. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me say this. The only area where 
I know we got any protection against manned aircraft is at Charleston, 
S. C., where we got an ADC unit. We got it all right, so you can 
forget about us. 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman yield? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t think that that last statement, Mr. Chairman, 
is the way the committee feels about it, because they are not built in 
other areas. We are only going to spend so much money. 

They report back that there is some question as to whether or not 
this particular installation should be approved. Put it that way. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, I think this should be approved 
without further discussion. 

Mr. Gavin. I have not yielded. 

The Cuarrman. Order. 

Go ahead, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Therefore, I would like to hear from the Department 
of Defense. Why doesn’t the Department of Defense come in here? 
In an important recommendation of this kind, why shouldn’t we heat 
from them as to what their thinking is? 

Why I am concerned is the fact that there are many places in this 
Nation of ours that should be protected likewise. And the question 
is whether or not we are promiscuously taking this spot and that spot 
or whether or not we are going to proceed in a regular manner and come 
in with a complete overall report and take the most important one 
first, or are we going to jump from here to three and everywhere? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would say this— 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Chairman, I think we should approve this 
without further discussion or go 

The CuarrMan. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. I think we should approve this without further 
dise ussi0? 1 or go into executive session. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right, I agree with you thoroughly. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman— 

The CuatrMan. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Kilday. 

Let’s get to the members of the committee. 

Mr. Kinpay. All right. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to go along with the 
chairman’s statement with reference to approving this particular 
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project. But I do believe that the evidence submitted to us is in 
contravention to many statements that have been made to this com- 
mittee over a long period of time. 

The Coarrman. That may be true. 

Mr. Bares. I certainly hope that the least that comes out of this 
is a full inquiry into the entire problem. 

The CHatrmMan. We will make a full inquiry in regard 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuarrMan. And try to have a policy adopted with refer- 
ence— 

Mr. Rivers. Let me say this, Mr. Chairman. That is exactly my 
recommendation. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t say this area doesn’t need any protection, but 
I urge the chairman to go into this policy, because it is a very vital 
and serious problem. 

The CHarrMan. I will be very happy to take up with the Real 
{state Committee 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard? 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. What I have to say on this, Mr. Chairman, is based 
on a little bit different expression than that expressed by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. I don’t know whether this area needs a 
defense of this kind or not. But I do know that the basis on which 
the defense use of Nike is currently justified is directly contradictory 
to the testimony given this committee when it was determined to 
create that condition. 

Now, either the basis that is now given is a false basis or we were 
deliberately misled by the Air Force when that basis was created. It 
is on that account, Mr. Chairman, that I am not willing to vote for 
this. 

Now, if there is in fact a requirement for the defense of the Dallas- 
Fort Worth area by a range of Nike installations, then the committee 
was deceived when we authorized the creation of that condition, and I 
am not going to vote for it. 

The CuarrMan. I think the position taken by Mr. Rivers, the 
chairman of the subcommittee, is sound. He interposes no objection 
to the authorization for this installation in this area. But at the same 
time he insists there should be a comprehensive plan worked out to 
justify installations—— 

Mr. Rivers. Future installations. 

The CuarrMan. What? 

Mr. Rivers. Future installations. 

The CHarrMan. That is right, future installations. 

With that understanding, why, without objection, the committee 
approves the Army project—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, you can approve it, but I vote against 
it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

All in favor, hold up your hand; project No. 296. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, here is one other one that the com- 
mittee has—— 

(Chorus of, ‘There is a vote.’’) 
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Mr. Keciener. Sixteen, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All opposed, hold up your hand. 

Mr. Ke.uener. One, Mr. Chairman. 

(Chorus of, ‘““Two.’’) 

The Cuarrman. A quorum being present, 18 votes in the affirma- 
tive—— 

Mr. Ke.uener. Two in the negative. 

The CHarrMAN. Two in the negative, the project is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. This has never been brought to the committee. 

The CuHarrMan. Here is another real estate project. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. This has never been brought to our real estate com- 
mittee, but since the big committee has taken up these matters, I am 
presenting it. 

There is one—— 

(The chairman, aside.) 

Mr. Rivers. There will be no more meetings. 

(The chrirman, aside.) 

The CuHarrman. I think this: I don’t think the full committee 
should go into projects that have not been considered—— 

Mr. Rivers. Unless you disagree with them. 

The Cuarrman. That is correct, unless I disagree with them. 
[Laughter.] 

You need not worry about that, because 

(Further remarks off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. I withdraw the project, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. Have you discussed this with the Chairman? 

Mr. Rivers. No; I haven’t had time. 

The CuHarrMAN. Now, members of the committee, that disposes of 
all the business. 

But I do think this: I was—our leadership yesterday thought the 
Congress might be in session until the middle of August, or later on. 
So we will not make any statement that we are not having any more 
meetings. But we were disposing of bills in such form, I wrote up this 
little statement. Now, listen to this. 

Mr. Byrne. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Byrne. Before making that statement about no more meet- 
ings 

The CoarrMan. No; I am not making any statement along that 
line at all. 

Now, I want to give the committee this information. Now, listen. 

The full committee has held 140 meetings. We can all point with 
pride to this record. 

The subcommittees have held 144 meetings, exclusive of the 
meetings held by the six special subcommittees investigating various 
aspects of national defense. 

The committee and its subcommittees have considered in excess of 
158 bills, of which 109 have been reported to the House. 

Of the bills thus far reported, 46 have become public laws and 5 
have become private laws. 

The present status of pending legislation is as follows: 
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Four bills are pending on the Union Calendar (2 will not be con- 
sidered). 

Two bills are pending on the Consent Calendar, having received 
objection on the first call of the calendar. 

rhree bills are pending on the Private Calendar. 

Four bills are at the White House awaiting the signature of the 
President. 

One bill (H. R. 5382—Survivor Benefits) is pending before the 
House with Senate amendments which are unacceptable. 

Thirty-six bills are pending in the Senate, three of which have been 
reported by the Senate Armed Services Committee. 

The committee has reported eight bills this morning which will be 
included on various calendars. 

During the current session, the Real Estate and Construction 
Subcommittee has considered and approved the following projects: 131 
real estate projects, one of which covered 37 installations. 

32 Capehart housing projects, involving 10,207 units. 

56 housing projects involving 1,643 units to be constructed by 
appropriated funds. 

19 Wherry acquisition projects, including 15,339 units. 

6 surplus commodity housing projects, including 1,784 units. 

The Subcommittee for Spec ‘ial Investigations has conducted 41 
days of public hearings and 15 days of executive hearings. It has 
processed 179 inquiries from congressional offices, of which 147 have 
been completed, 18 are pending, and 14 required no action after initial 
inquiry. 

As of this date there have been 92 printed committee hearings, con- 
taining in excess of 7,500 printed pages of testimony. 

Now, members of the committee, that is up to date—a very, very 
fine record which you have made. 

I want to also state that last, and by no means least, our distin- 
guished gentlewoman from New York, Mrs. St. George, has been 
invited to christen the guided missile frigate, named for the great hero 
of Manila Bay, Dewey, at the Bath Shipyard. We are glad to know 
that this high honor has been given to Mrs. St. George. [Applause]. 

Members of the committee, we will recess, subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

(Further chorus of “Mr. Chairman.’’) 

Mr. Duruam. I would just like for the information of the com- 
mittee for Mr. Smart to read the invitation. 

The CHarrMan. Oh, yes. Wait one minute, now. This is very 
important. I forgot. 

Mr. Rivers. The committee is back in session. 

The CHarrMan. Go ahead, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smart. The chairman, as chairman of the full committee, and 
Mr. Durham, as chairman of Subcommitiee No. 3, which handles 
civil-defense legislation, have received similar communications, as 
follows: 

This one to Mr. Durham. 

I invite you and the members of the subcommittee of the House Armed Services 
Committee to observe the first few hours of the second phase of Operation Alert 
1958 at our emergency relocation site. This part of the exercise begins at 8:30 
a. m., eastern standard time, on July 16, and continues until 4 p. m., on July 18 
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This national training exercise is based on an assumed nuclear attack on the 
continental United States and its Territories and is developed jointly by the 
Department of Defense and the Office of Defense and Civilian Mobilization. It 
is the kind of training that will help to insure the survival of the Nation. 

I enclose standards for Operation Alert which cover the details of the exercise. 
Approximately 5 hours of travel time will be required to visit the site and return 
to Washington. If you are interested, we may possibly be able to arrange 
helicopter service. 

The CHarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Nov, members of the committee, we will take a recess until the 
call of the Chair. 

Mr. Byrne. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania be heard. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, Mr. Byrne. 

Mr. Rivers. Or extend his remarks. [Laughter.] 

The CuHartrMAN. Go ahead. 

Mr. Byrne. Some time ago Congressman Barrett of Philadelphia 
introduced a bill to try to get piers 96, 98, and 101 back. 

During 1918, the city of Philadelphia yielded those piers to the 
United States Government. At those piers 50 ships can be tied up 
at 1 time. And if you remember, the Philadelphia port was one of the 
biggest ports for exporting everything you might say. 

‘Now, I had asked the cgunsel of the committee to ask for a report. 
We had meetings with the Secretary of the Army and the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army, and we brought everybody from Philadelphia 
and Pennsylvania that was interested. The mayor, city represent- 
ative, city engineer, director of wharves, and the P hilade Iphia dele- 
gation inc ‘luding C ongressman Gavin, were there. 

Now, I would like to know what is going to happen with those. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Byrne. They have been put up for sale. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kelleher, has any report come back? 

Mr. Ke.uener. To my best understanding, as of 2 days ago, Mr. 
Chairman, it had not. 

The CuarrMan. Has this bill been referred to a subcommittee? 

Mr. Ke.iener. No, sir. 

Mr. Smart. Pending no report, it is not referred, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. I requested the report again a few days ago. 

The CHarrMAN. Just as soon as—what subcommittee would handle 
this? 

Mr. Smart. No. 3 

Mr. Kev.iener. No. 3, sir 

The Cuarrman. No. 3. Well, refer this bill—when the report 
comes in—to Mr. Durham’s subcommittee, and Mr. Byrne, we will 
take it up with Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Byrne. Will you see it is expedited, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Get in right behind it, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KeLuLeneER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement? 

Our Subcommittee on Reorganization of the Defense Department, 
No. 4, has a meeting tomorrow on MATS, continuation of the MATS 
hearings, when we will have General Curtis LeMay present. In view 
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of the Lebanese situation and—the Middle East situation, any 
member who wants to come will be welcome. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Now, members of the committee, we will take a recess, subject to 
call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 11:52 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at the call of the Chair.) 0 





